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Mr. Hisashi Yoneyama 
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Section 36, Section 37 



This application should be refused for the reasons mentioned below. If the applicant 
has any argument against the reason, such argument should be submitted within 60 days from 
the date on which this notification was dispatched. 



1 . The subject application does not comply with the requirements under Patent Law Section 
37 on the points mentioned below. 



The issue common to the invention described in Claims 1, 2, 13, 14, 25, 26, 37 and 38 
and the invention described in other Claims is to "extract character information from source 
information, extract word information from the character information, and compose a database 
on the basis of the word information". This issue has been solved prior to the filing of the 
subject application (e.g., see JP10(1998)-269224 A, JP1 1(1999)-096177 A) and hence is not an 
unsolved issue at the time when the subject application was filed. Therefore neither of the 
inventions meets the relationship stipulated in Patent Law Section 37(1). 

Furthermore, a matter specifying the invention, which corresponds to problems to be 
solved by the invention that are common to both the inventions, is well known prior to the 
filing of the subject application as described in the references listed above. Therefore, a 
primary part is not found, which is a novel matter for specifying the invention corresponding to 
problems to be solved by the invention, and accordingly neither of the inventions meets the 
relationship stipulated in Patent Law Section 37(2). 

Moreover, neither of the inventions does not meet other relations stipulated in Section 



Reason 



Note 



37(3), (4) and (5). 



Since the subject application violates the provisions of Section 37, the invention 
according to claims other than said Claims 1,2, 13, 14, 24, 25, 26, 37 and 38 has not examined 
for the requirements of novelty and inventive step. 
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2. The description of claims in the subject application does not comply with the requirements 
under Patent Law Section 36(6)(ii) on the points mentioned below. 

Note 

<Claims 1 , 2> 

In Claims 1 and 2, the subject that "extracts" and "composes" is unclean 
<Claimsl3, 14, 25, 26, 37, 38> 

In Claims 13, 14, 25, 26, 37 and 38, it is not clear which the "source" is inputted from, 
where it is stored, and where the extracted character and word information is stored. In 
addition, the subject that composes the database on the basis of the word information is 
indefinite. 

Claims 13 and 14 specify means by describing their functions, but the means specified 
by the functions are not clear. 

Accordingly, the invention according to Claims 13 14, 25, 26, 37 and 38 is unclear. 

3. The invention according to Claims listed below of the subject application should not be 
granted a patent since it does not comply with the requirements under Patent Law Section 
29(1) body on the points mentioned below. 

Note 

<Claims 1, 2, 13, 14, 25, 26, 37, 38> 

The invention described in Claims 1, 2, 13, 14, 25, 26, 37 and 38 relates to three 
processes of "extracting character information from a source", "extracting word information 
from the character information", and "composing a database on the basis of the word 
information". Said Claims however have no description of specifying that concrete software 
and hardware resources are cooperatively working (only using a computer does not mean that 
software and hardware resources are cooperatively working). "Information processing by 
software is concretely realized using hardware resources" means that, as a result of reading the 
software into the computer, the information processing equipment (machine) or its operational 
method particularly suitable for the application purpose is constructed by a concrete means in 
which software and hardware resources are cooperatively working. Matters described in 
Claims 1,2, 13, 14, 25, 26, 37 and 38 cannot be said as "a creation of technical ideas utilizing 
nature laws" because it is not perceived that "information processing by software is concretely 
realized using hardware resources". 
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4. The invention according to the Claims listed below of the subject application should not be 
granted a patent under the provision of Patent Law Section 29(2) since it could have easily 
been made by persons who have common knowledge in the technical field to which the 
invention pertains, on the basis of the invention described in publications listed below which 
was distributed in Japan or foreign countries, or the invention(s) which has become exploitable 
to the public via the telecommunication network, prior to the filing of the subject application. 

Note (As to cited document, etc, see the list of cited documents etc. below.) 
<Claims 1, 12, 13, 14, 25, 26, 37, 38> 

The constitution of extracting words from a document by morphological analysis 
means (it is obvious to extract characters from a document when extracting words from the 
document) and storing them is well known as described in the cited documents 1 and 2. 

In addition, a document input source to be used is a matter of design choice, as long as 
it is a commonly used document. For example, a particular Web page can appropriately be 
extracted. 

The list of cited documents, etc. 

1. JP 10(1998)-269224,A 

2. JP 11(1 999)-096 1 77, A 



Record of the result of prior art search 

• Technical field(s) to be searched Int. Cl(7) G06F 17/30 

Database name JICST file (JOIS) 

♦ Prior art document(s) 

This record is not a component(s) of the reason(s) for refusal. 



i£B :TOil6*E 8M 16 1 



!gg#-§-:SCEI01073 : 299634 



« E i J iEH *P ^ 



1 



2001-245895 
1 6 ¥ 8^120 
ffljll ^ 4236 5M00 

7^ 



1. ^WtfSJIfd:, TIE^-CftrfflFSfclS 3 7*(:i^t5IMlfcLT^^^o 



fj|*ifl, 2, 13, 14, 25, 26, 37, 3 8 t'fE*££ tlZ>mW t , ^ 
^1 0 — 2 6 9 2 2 4^fg, #P^¥l 1—0 9 6 1 7 7 #£t$R#J8) 

w 1 > -r *i <£> 18 4$ t if $ t£ i/ \ 
w<&tiU«tt#tfft$B3 7*©SlS(ciSSLTi^a>-c, iftsfcJS 1 , 2, 13, 

1 4, 2 5, 2 6, 3 7, 3 8 JL^^ff 3fc:>S(::^536W(wO^Tte^8lt£, 

2. z(nttim&. m*mM(Dffim<nm®tfTmo\*x\ 3 6 6 jess 



m * 



Ma#-S§-:SCEI01073 5gjH#-S§- : 299634 5§ig B : ¥-f&\6*£ 8M 16 B 2 

IS 

<ft*«l, 2> 

<fgsfcJf 1 3 N 14, 2 5, 26, 37, 38> 

|f*JSl 3, 1 4, 2 5, 2 6, 3 7, 3 8 (C*3^T r y — * j <!r{if^^^ib 

cfcoT, l**JS 1 3 , 14, 25, 26, 37, 3 8 I^S^IiB^lfe^^ 

o 

IS 

< ft 1, 2, 13, 14, 25, 26, 37, 38> 

1**351 , 2, 13, 14, 25, 26, 37, 3 8 fc|5*c £ftfc$§9!tt: r y 

fc#*ra>ra#«yassE ( mm xitznmftxmmmztiz^t&^onx 

£> 9 , ft*"*! 1 , 2, 13, 14, 25, 26, 37, 3 8 f£ffi& £*Lfcl*j4Stt: 

4. zo)ttim<nTmmn&mi'&z>ftmn. *<nm&titB*mftjLimmizi3\,* 



J 



lEg#-§-:SCEI01073 299634 B \ ^fifcl6^ 88 16 | 3/E 

T 581* $ ft tz TIE W fJ *t4£> c iEiK $ ft 16 X {i^iifSHI j» ii i: T ^* ! 

<»*3fil, 2. 13, 14, 25, 26, 37, 38> 

l, 2 t-fcS J: 9 t-JSI*Pt?*>5o 

^tOA^y-^^Ltll — 0£(cffi^ibftTV^;fc*T*Wftf:£fa£^ 

§1 ffl X- ft* «Sf - K 

1 . &ffl¥- 10-269224 

2 . #P?fj^ 1 1 - 0 9 6 1 7 7 -5§-£r$B 



•W2ELfc#» I PCffl7j& G06F17/30 

DB« J ICST77^^ (JOI S) 



